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 Applicant now seeks reconsideration on the ground that 

after it filed its reply brief, it had agreed with the 

examining attorney on an appropriate amendment to the 

phrase in dispute and submitted the amendment by e-mail to 

the examining attorney.  Neither the applicant nor the 

examining attorney requested suspension of the appeal and 

remand to allow the amendment to be entered, which would 

have rendered the appeal moot.   

Notwithstanding the absence of a timely request for 

remand, it is clear that there was no need for the Board to 

issue the final decision.  We set aside the decision and 

remand the application for the examining attorney to enter 

the various amendments that were agreed upon at various 

times during the pendency of these appeals.  After the 

examining attorney has entered all such amendments, so as 

to render the final refusal moot, he should inform the 

Board, so that we may dismiss these appeals. 
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